our editors (3) . We feel that publishing the reviewer names with the mBio paper provides an additional quality control step that also addresses this concern, since scientists in the field who read an AAM track paper will know both the authors and the reviewers and they will be able to rapidly judge the appropriateness of the individuals who reviewed the paper. This openness should also encourage authors to seek the best reviewers for their paper, since the stature of the reviewers listed will then reflect on the publication. Ultimately, the reputations of both reviewers and authors are on the line during the author-initiated review process, and we believe that, given the importance of reputation to how scientists are perceived, this openness provides an important check on any attempt to game the process.
Many of the AAM track manuscripts that are declined are rejected because the editor did not think that the work was in the top 10% of the field or doubted its importance. Although these assessments are always a matter of judgment, we feel that our editors can instinctively judge the importance of a paper. mBio editorial policies encourage editors to reject AAM track papers if there is any question about the importance of the study, the quality of the reviews, and/or the author's response to the reviewers. Editors are shielded from their decisions, since all rejection letters are sent under the signature of the editor in chief.
Given the success of the AAM track, mBio is planning to continue this experiment in publishing while constantly looking for ways to improve it. At a time when there is relatively little experimentation in scientific publishing, we feel that the AAM track provides a mechanism for rapid publication where the authors have more control over the review process. The continuation of the AAM track also maintains the alliance between mBio and the AAM, which has been beneficial to both parties, as mBio has benefited from outstanding manuscripts and this perk has enhanced the value of election to the AAM, resulting in more candidate nominations (1) . Some have argued to the editor in chief that if the AAM track is so successful, it should be extended to all authors. mSphere has now created a submission track that provides precisely that option with mSphereDirect (2) .
Finally, we comment on what we think are the most appropriate papers for the AAM track. The ideal AAM track submission is a paper describing outstanding work at the top of the field, and the authors are using the track to ensure rapid publication. Papers that challenge dogma and that are likely to encounter flak in entrenched fields are particularly welcomed, provided that they are well done and the conclusions supported by data.
